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function because there was presumptive evidence of brain inju function, but no neurological evidence of dysfunction could t strated. Current diagnostic methods appear to involve patt< profiles of scores on ability batteries (see Barrow et al. 1977). It a clinician examines a profile and makes a judgment that some out of line with expectation based on other scores in the prof combined with other evidence, such as poor school work, behavior in class, or teacher complaints, a diagnosis of SLD may A high degree of clinical skill is said to be involved, which ma] preted as a euphemism for a lack of explicit rules for how t diagnosis. Such a diagnostic approach is fraught with difficult^ least of which is the unreliability of difference scores in batti posed of correlated measures. Much of the evidence for a linl delinquency and SLD is based on comparisons of institutionali quents and normal populations without regard for the relative of the two categories. This technique is potentially misleading efficacy of the diagnosis of SLD for predicting delinquency in ferentiated (representative) sample. Finally, there is already evi< delinquency, ability, poor school performance, and impulsivity ( 1968, Roberts et al. 1974) are all weakly to moderately associat characteristics are closely related to the major componen diagnosis of SLD. There appears then to be little reason for ; terest in a difficult to define, difficult to diagnose syndrome for tie sound evidence is available, especially when possible associati syndrome with delinquency could be easily accounted for syndrome with delinquency could be easily accounted for by mor forward measures of school performance, ability, and perhaps ir The foregoing statement requires some qualification. A recent Zimmerman et al. (1979) used a somewhat more defensible i diagnosis than is typical in the field. It is interesting because it that whereas learning disabled youths may engage in about amount of delinquent behavior as do non-learning disabled yo may be treated differently in the juvenile courts. The suggestioi vocative one, and it merits further research. The authors' specu plausible, and so are speculations that the lower reliability of me institutionalized youths result in larger proportions of them thz institutionalized youths being diagnosed as learning disabled.
Persistence in School
An additional aspect of school performance is important to c cause it constitutes an important element of the descriptiverather than a systematic review. Reports where a single summary statistic was
